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REMARKS 

Applicant gratefully acknowledges the examiner's indication that the previot 
rejection has been overcome. Moreover, claims 3-9 remain allowable. 

Claims I, 2 and 10 stand rejected 35 U.S.C. §i 02(e) as being anticipated by 
Hamamura. There 'is seme dlfikultv undeuxaraiiuy the Ifoaaacara patent. Ifov-eve: 
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character and word recognition in a restricted word environment. For example, a appears 
to repeatedly use the example of inputting a city name and providing a word dictionary 
with a list of permitted city names. Moreover.. Uamamura does not appear to be 
segmenting compound words but rather recognizing words each separated by a space. 
Character spacing plays a role in the word detection system of Hamamura as set forth at 

The methods of claims 1, 2 and 10 operate on a plurality of characters. Indeed, 
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application as the symbols that make up the natural-language input. These may be letters 
or punctuation marks or the like. The invention is for segmenting compound words in 
other words, those not already separated by white space. Whereas Applicant's invention 
teaches how to segment a word such as -geschwerkschaftsorganisation' \ Hamamura 
seeks to recognize a city name such as "st link For Hamamura, white space plays a role 
in identifying the words. 

Applicant's invention further requires "constructing a set of probabilistic 
breakpoints in the natural -language inpui." I he examiner refers to I lamamura at column 
14, lines 42-45 which describes probabilities for character or word recognition. The 
number of characters in the word are known. There is no discussion of segmenting the 
word into linkable components. To the contrary, such segmenting is specifically 
disclaimed by Hamamura at column 14, lines 60-64. 'In a language (such as English) in 
which a wend break occurs, the methods described in the foregoing chapters 1-4 assume 
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tins assumption is not met, these methods cannot be used." 



fhus we refer to a second section identified by the examiner at column 21, lines 
23-43. Again, segmenting a compound word is noi disclosed or suggested by Hamamura. 
The character spacing is critical. Hamamura slates at column 21, lines 61-63, 'If no 
character spacing s provided while this assumption is not i c the above methods cannot 
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We refer now to the third section of Hamamura identified by the examiner 
column 32, lines 66-column 33, line 18. This portion refers to "The result of character 
recognition by conditioning characteristics of the characters and character spacing of the 
words contained in a word dictionary that stores candidates of the characteristics of a 
word to be recognized and character spacing of the word." Column 33, lines 6-10. 
Rather than .segmenting a compound word, Hamamura attempts to identify words 
separated by spaces. This fourth embodiment of Hamamura is designed to provide 
character delimiting useful for kanji such as described at column 26, lines 26-35. 

The Applicant's invention further requires traversal of substrings of the natural- 
language input that have been delimited by the breakpoints. By way of example the 
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potential breakpoints is not found by Applicant in Hamamura. 

Claim 10 is more explicit in specifically identifying the order of traversing 
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described at column 8, line 53-cdlumn 9, line 13. The first embodiment is providing 
word recognition on a word having a known number of characters as set forth above, at 
> un 14, lines 62-65, AT tk eters is c ed wh s asset mtion is 

not met, these methods cannot he usedd i lamamnra gives an example of a restricted 
choice of cities giving five city names at column 8. lines 62-65. A probability is 
determined for each of the potential city manes. This embodiment does not describe 
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ecog c wore < ^ s u < t each of the five cio lames ii the lexicon 



as four letters. In the example reierreu to by tne examiner, character recognition 
reduced the result ^haia"", but the actual written character was "mair"\ The restricted 
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resent application arc allowable over the art of record and early notice to that effect is 
cspectfuiiy solicited. 
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